Dear Jim, _ , , 

5/23/75 

T1 ^° Cg8 Pardjler P honed Ee last "igbt in response to a two-day old message he 
reCelV f T 1 then " 1 133(1 ohoned M* to tell him about the threat bf feme 
£m STa Ssovs £Lf att rf, thS ?f SS COnference yesterday and to update 

to “ “*"“«> ■» *»*»* i« S kept np'on 

_ t e !S r 5 e : a L*"S “ 4 r id ? d *° •* to M to to Mb, 

r , , . ol_ed, about 9.30, *As it turned out it was close to one before 

of j^Z ** T hSd t0 S8t UP bef0re 5 t0 up on a dumber 

othe^5teS )^S^SSl r + a ■ ^ ShS iS * ith ^ ^ster to see their 

story S ** the can mean a CIA or Rockefeller Commission 

story in the late editions that is not in the one I get 

the nS°5i ': F n 9 f? Wlt i th ! while story. ^He wanted to know the names of 

decent people into^M +t"l *** ^ opiniorl that ^aae had conned some 

jii “I-" ss ~ 

STS 9 / d3S ^ banCS toowi ^ I would not and then to bfaSe to say St oS what 

5\TK » 

ip vas:, 0 - Lf — - “ 

, . SOrS ® Wa ® inter0 sted and asked me to read off all the names, was openlv 

J "iSiS» h ?» a ? £ed " h T thS prSSS conference was held and I ®ye him tZ address 
f aperin s? he ask, in disbelief? I told him Lane had talked halp^il into 
tnio long ago and thus G-oerge’s interest in the others. *' ^ ^ 

not ad sSS. tS’^,2: HdS ^ e tSltl;r a “ t 5" «r «* — 

S 3t ; rf * s th "* “ =*““•“ to aStS: 

4/25/75 I-* 

£^5^")“ *“*• (WM<a > «* W* lotto I rto iXdsht 

tots, tot 1„, in Z int£e£m,rr 

in good S fiith ha h^ takS ! he tjU ® e ' S SayiGS that he t00k the government to be acting 
uccpeting a nan-responsive affidavit from a man not qualifSTS 
^ * f i^t-person statement and his opinion that he could accpet ™ubsta£t£l 

ssr ioiefts’ *? e ” ‘0 totite p s= sess of 

£ »5«rrrs ; n“° :-»e ppr e- 1 “ - 

Etzsz.™*? 

«»*i„ t : t ta „ of 

tooo^ert ee*re%rt 4 ,e e ^ the fon * — — t. 



